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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: Request for continued examination 
filed on 01/19/2006. 

2. Claims 1,3-11, and 1 3-29 are pending in this case. Claims 1,11, and 24 are 
independent claims. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 4, 14, 20, and 26 remain objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1,5-11, 15-19, 21-24, and 27-29 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Silva et al. (hereinafter Silva, US Patent Application 
Publication Number 2002/0054090, filed on August 30, 2001) in view of Johnson et al. 
(hereinafter Johnson, US Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0165955, filed on 
May 2, 2001). 
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Regarding independent claim 1, Silva discloses a method in which a user 
request is received by a voice server and in response a HTTP request (Page 3, 
paragraphs 0026-0029 of Silva). The HTML document is received in response to the 
request and the document is translated into VoiceXML, at which point a voice server 
converts it to audible form and presents it to the user (Page 3, paragraphs 0026-0029 of 
Silva). Silva does not disclose a method of partitioning the HTML document into a 
plurality of text sections and link sections. However, Johnson discloses a method in 
which an HTML document is partitioned into a plurality of text sections and link sections 
(Page 2, paragraphs 0028-0029 and Page 5, paragraphs 0067-0069). As shown in the 
included definition of java server pages it is well known to use JSPs for formatting 
dynamic web pages (definition of Java Server Pages from Free On-Line Dictionary Of 
Computing). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have used JSPs with the method of dynamically 
formatting web pages of Silva because it was well known in the art to use JSPs for 
dynamic formatting of HTML pages at the time the invention was made and it would 
have allowed for each section to be analyzed and processed under different standards. 

Regarding dependent claims 5 and 6, Silva discloses a method in which a text 
summarization is performed on text sections of HTML page in which text highlights, 
which present important clauses, are provided (Page 5, paragraphs 0038-0040 and 
Page 6, paragraphs 0049-0051 of Silva). As shown in the included definition of java 
server pages it is well known to use JSPs for formatting dynamic web pages (definition 
of Java Server Pages from Free On-Line Dictionary Of Computing). Thus, it would have 
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been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have used JSPs with the method of dynamically formatting web pages of Silva because 
it was well known in the art to use JSPs for dynamic formatting of HTML pages at the 
time the invention was made. 

Regarding dependent claim 7, Silva discloses a method in which a plurality of 
audible cues available for audible selection (earcons) is provided to differentiate 
between sections of the HTML document (Page 8, paragraphs 0064-Page 9, paragraph 
0068 of Silva). As shown in the included definition of java server pages it is well known 
to use JSPs for formatting dynamic web pages (definition of Java Server Pages from 
Free On-Line Dictionary Of Computing). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have used JSPs with the 
method of dynamically formatting web pages of Silva because it was well known in the 
art to use JSPs for dynamic formatting of HTML pages at the time the invention was 
made. 

Regarding dependent claims 8 and 9, Silva discloses a method in which a user 
profile, which includes user default options, is interpreted from a database (Page 3, 
paragraphs 0026-0029 of Silva). As shown in the included definition of java server 
pages it is well known to use JSPs for formatting dynamic web pages (definition of Java 
Server Pages from Free On-Line Dictionary Of Computing). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
used JSPs with the method of dynamically formatting web pages of Silva because it 
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was well known in the art to use JSPs for dynamic formatting of HTML pages at the time 
the invention was made. 

Regarding dependent claim 10, Silva discloses a method in which an HTML 
parser parses the HTML and corrects ill-formed HTML documents (Page 4, paragraphs 
0031-0032 of Silva). 

Regarding dependent claims 11 and 15-17, the claims incorporate 
substantially similar subject matter as claims 1 and 5-7. Thus, the claims are rejected 
along the same rationale as claims 1 and 5-7. 

Regarding dependent claim 18, Silva discloses a method in which a segment 
of the HTML document is extracted and the tags in the segment are processed (Page 5, 
paragraphs 0038-0040). The largest sequence of tags is found and a plurality of 
segments is formed from the original segment (Page 3, paragraphs 0026-0029 and 
Page 5, paragraphs 0038-0040 of Silva). 

Regarding dependent claim 19, Silva discloses a method in which a text 
summarization is performed on a plurality of processed text sections of HTML page in 
which text highlights, which present important clauses, are provided (Page 5, 
paragraphs 0038-0040 and Page 6, paragraphs 0049-0051 of Silva). Silva also 
discloses that the HTML document is converted to an object structure (Page 4, 
paragraphs 0031-0032 of Silva). 

Regarding dependent claims 21 and 22, the claims incorporate substantially 
similar subject matter as claims 8 and 9. Thus, the claims are rejected along the same 
rationale as claims 8 and 9. 
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Regarding dependent claim 23, Silva discloses a method of making an HTTP 
connection and accessing a URL, then parsing the document including the header 
(Page 3, paragraphs 0026-0029 and Page 4, paragraphs 0031-0032 of Silva). Silva 
also discloses a method in which an HTML parser parses the HTML and corrects ill- 
formed HTML documents (Page 3, paragraphs 0026-0029 and Page 4, paragraphs 
0031 -0032 of Silva). Silva also discloses that the HTML document is converted to an 
object structure (Page 4, paragraphs 0031-0032 of Silva). 

Regarding dependent claim 24, Silva discloses a method in which a user 
request is received by a voice server and in response a HTTP request (Page 3, 
paragraphs 0026-0029 of Silva). The HTML document is received in response to the 
request and the document is translated into VoiceXML, at which point a voice server 
converts it to audible form and presents it to the user (Page 3, paragraphs 0026-0029 of 
Silva). Silva discloses a method in which a text summarization is pert'ormed on text 
sections of HTML page in which text highlights, which present important clauses, are 
provided (Page 5, paragraphs 0038-0040 and Page 6, paragraphs 0049-0051 of Silva). 
Silva discloses a method in which a user profile, which includes user default options, is 
interpreted from a database (Page 3, paragraphs 0026-0029 of Silva). 

Silva does not disclose a method of partitioning the HTML document into a 
plurality of text sections and link sections. However, Johnson discloses a method in 
which an HTML document is partitioned into a plurality of text sections and link sections 
(Page 2, paragraphs 0028-0029 and Page 5, paragraphs 0067-0069). As shown in the 
included definition of java server pages it is well known to use JSPs for formatting 
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dynamic web pages (definition of Java Server Pages from Free On-Line Dictionary Of 
Computing). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have used JSPs with the method of dynamically 
formatting web pages of Silva because it was well known in the art to use JSPs for 
dynamic formatting of HTML pages at the time the invention was made and it would 
have allowed for each section to be analyzed and processed under different standards. 

Regarding dependent claim 27, Silva discloses a method in which a plurality of 
audible cues available for audible selection (earcons) is provided to differentiate 
between sections of the HTML document (Page 8, paragraphs 0064-Page 9, paragraph 
0068 of Silva). As shown in the included definition of java server pages it is well known 
to use JSPs for formatting dynamic web pages (definition of Java Server Pages from 
Free On-Line Dictionary Of Computing). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have used JSPs with the 
method of dynamically formatting web pages of Silva because it was well known in the 
art to use JSPs for dynamic formatting of HTML pages at the time the invention was 
made. 

Regarding dependent claim 28, Silva discloses a method in which a text 
summarization is performed on text sections of HTML page in which text highlights, 
which present important clauses, are provided (Page 5, paragraphs 0038-0040 and 
Page 6, paragraphs 0049-0051 of Silva). As shown in the included definition of java 
server pages it is well known to use JSPs for formatting dynamic web pages (definition 
of Java Server Pages from Free On-Line Dictionary Of Computing). Thus, it would have 
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been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have used JSPs with the method of dynamically formatting web pages of Silva because 
it was well known in the art to use JSPs for dynamic formatting of HTML pages at the 
time the invention was made. 

Regarding dependent claim 29, Silva discloses a method in which an HTML 
parser parses the HTML and corrects ill-formed HTML documents (Page 4, paragraphs 
0031-0032 of Silva). 

6. Claims 3, 13, and 25 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Silva et al. (hereinafter Silva, US Patent Application Publication 
Number 2002/0054090, filed on August 30, 2001 ) in view of Johnson et al. (hereinafter 
Johnson, US Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0165955, filed on May 2, 
2001 ) as applied to claims 1,11, and 24 above, and further in view of Mr. Cluey ("How 
can I find out how many hyperlinks there are on a page?" published on September 10, 
2000). 

Regarding dependent claims 3, 13, and 25, neither Silva nor Johnson disclose 
a method in which the link density are used to determine the existence of link sections. 
However, Mr. Cluey discloses a method in which a document is segmented into 
components and the amount of links in each component is counted (Page 1-3, 
"Counting all Links"). Mr. Cluey discloses that the amount of links is obtained (Page 1-3 
"Counting all Links"), thus determining if it is a link section. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have combined 
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the methods of Silva and Johnson with the method of Mr. Cluey because it would have 
allowed the user to know exactly how many hyperlinks existed in each section of the 
page. 



Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 6/15/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Regarding the arguments on pages 11-12, in reference to "...dynamically 
translating a Hypertext Markup Language (HTML) document to Voice extensible 
Markup Language (VoiceXML) form," the examiners believes the rejection as previously 
presented fully teaches this limitation. Silva discloses that web views are created by a 
user, these web views are not web pages (page 3, paragraph 0026). When the client 
requests the page corresponding to the web view the server access the particular web 
page, clips it, and returns the content to a client or to a proxy transcoding server to 
convert to a different format, such as VoiceXML, then sending it to the requesting client 
(page 3, paragraph 0026). In other words when the client requests the document, it is 
clipped and translating according to the parameters set forth in the web view 
dynamically (at the time the request is made) (page 3, paragraph 0026) 

Regarding the arguments on pages 12-13, in reference to "...partitioning the 
HTML document into a plurality of text sections and a plurality of link sections..." the 
examiner believes that Johnson reference teaches this limitation and the 103 
combination is proper. Each web page in Johnson consists of one HTML file with one 
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web address (page 2, paragraph 0027 of Johnson). In order to analyze sections the 
system of Johnson must partition the page based on the sections to be logged into the 
tracking system (Page 2, paragraph 0006 of Johnson), these sections do exist among a 
web page but they are not viewed separately by a normal browser, the tracking system 
of Johnson partitions them for processing. The motivation for the combination of 
Johnson and Silva is based on Johnson, which analyzes different sections of web 
pages to determine click-through traffic, thus it teaches a need for analyzing separate 
sections of one HTML page for processing. 



Conclusion 

8. All claims are drawn to the same invention claimed in the application prior to the 
entry of the submission under 37 CFR 1.114 and could have been finally rejected on the 
grounds and art of record in the next Office action if they had been entered in the 
application prior to entry under 37 CFR 1.114. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE 
FINAL even though it is a first action after the filing of a request for continued 
examination and the submission under 37 CFR 1.114. See MPEP § 706.07(b). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joshua D. Campbell whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4133. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:30 AM - 4:00 PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). f 



JDC 

March 22. 2006 




